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ABSTRACT 

A guestionnaire was sent to 2^045 students who had 
entered Hawaii community colleges in fall 1975, continued their 
enrollment in spring 1976 , but who did not enroll in fall 1976 for a 
third semester* The purpose of the guestionnaire was to obtain data 
on reasons for non^continuance, to obtain information on the fall 
1976 activities of non^continuing students and on their future 
educational plans/ and to provide non^continuing students with an 
opportunity to evaluate their community college experience, A total 
response rate of 43% was achieved. Results of data analysis 
indicated! (1) major reasons for non-continuance were transfer to 
another college (24%), work preference (15S), and desired classes 
unavailable (15%) ; (2) 56% of the respondents were working in fall 
1976 while 27% were attending another school; (3) 50% indicated plans 
to continue their education in spring 1977 and 13% planned to 
continue at a later time; and (4) the best average ratings of 
characteristics of the college experience were for friendship with 
other students and for instruction, while the lowest rating was for 
the variety of courses available. Tabular data are presented 
throughout the report. Additionally, data are analyzed according to 
institution, non-continuing student demographic characteristics, and 
type of educational program. (JDS) 
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Our qi^stiOTinaire for non-raitinuing etoa^ts in Fall 1976 was BBnt to 
2^045 stadmta.^ ^ese staMents/v*K3 ^tersd in Fall 1975/ Mntimed 
enrollmKit in ^ri^ 1976, but \^ did not enroll iji Fall 1976 for their third 
SCTBSter* (aesa 2,045 ^?/ii-continuing indents wmb a part of the 8,979 yAyD 
enters in Fall 1975 mid iim S,503 who contmuM to ^rii^ 1976.) 

1. PurposaB ana AnalyBl s o f tha Survey 

Vfe had seroral proposes for surv^i^ the 2^045 stu^nts who not 
conttoue their ©ducatiOT in Fall 1976 altto^h they had been in attento^e 
the previous senesteri 

a. to obtain data on reasons for noai-ocmtlnuan^ Airii^ tte third 
sonsster; 

b* to get infomation on Uie Fall 1976 actimties of non-oontinim^ 
stoadents ard on tteir future ^i^atJ-onal plais; 

a* to provide non-continui^ studKits mth an (^ortunil^ to evaluata 
tiieix OTntimi^ DDll^e mp&cimcm ard to of fM st^estions fOT 
^^roving their oolleges* 

We realize that non-continLiiiig s-bjdmts g^ii^ally have Im rates of 
returns on questionnaires (of^bmittates telw 30 per<^t, according to ti^ 
professicml ligature) • Vfe top^. to attain at least a 30 percoit return 
for the OTOTuni^ college total. Vfe taow that the seven OTtittini^ collies 
will vmry in ttLsir retum rates, tat a 25 ^c»it rate was set as the 
minMum le^l for analysis. 

Our analysis for tdiis re^rt mil Include i 

a, data ai r^resOTtativ^^ss for eacdi csnpis by coiparing resp^^nts 
md non-re^pcMaents, by s^, ager ro^itel status, high scihcol 
j^ckgrcamdr mtry status , educational ^jective, program, cimilative 
^ade point average and cmrulati^ oreditB eiraed. 

b, sumBries of re^onses to eadi qoestion for tte total ai^ each of 
the sevQi cOTtunity colleges, 

c* statistical tests of si^iificance to ij^lcate d^^arteristics ot 
vMch respx^ents differ significantly in theix re^^onses, (SPSS 
will be lisedp) Malysis will be coiducted only of those c^^ct^istica 
cn re^onflents are repres^tative of the non-caitinu^g p^ulatioii^ 

CcRfuter reports for ea^ of the OTCtmLmlty colleges md for the total will 
be prepared, characteristics vrti^e there is r^resentatlvimess* lim 
coTplete set of OT^t^ r^rts. for a <^pus will to s^t to its ^an of Sti^mts. 



^all 1976 ^irolln^t figures are bas^ cm tte fd^st r^istraticn i^date 
(Sq^anber 24, 1976), 
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2. Mmimstoatdm of tihe Questiomialre 

QaestiOTnaires vrere irml^i first class, to 2,045 nm-<Mntinxiliig staidmts 
cm Septaitoer 21, 1976, (See P^^^ix A for a of the giisBtiQTmaira,) Meo 
ljicli:dad vjere stan^eS return mvel<^es and individual caucus letters, si^iM 
by the Provost, urging the stirient to re^ond* 

After a two^wedc peri^, a list of r^-re^pOTderits was smit to eadi canpus^ 
so telephDna follc^up calls TOuld be rade, 

E. "aie Fteturos 

1* I^te of Returo 

Ttm data in T^le 1 iMicate tiiat during two-^*^^ ^riod aftKT mailij ig, 
614 questionnaires were rereived, repres^ting a 30 percent rebmi. Mter the 
CTiTpus follow-'\:p pt^jnm calls, an ^dltional 267 ques^onnaiies were oaipleted, 
for a total T&timi of 881 students or 43 peromt.^ Iftdeliverable questiomiaires 
totaled 87 or 4 per^nt. 



mgffjg 1 
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^M.tM£ the d^aHne for re^ipt of guesticmaires an aflditicral 75 tcsctm \mc% reasiv^, 
^inclu^B four students who t^we dec^sad. 



•Hie ^ririg 1976 Non-Contirming Survey had a retimi of 36 percoit. 
(Studmt Flow K-ojecfc, ^^rt No. 9,) 
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Ite tele^iOTO foll^ri?^!^ calls each of the ramoiity colleges vmm 
responsible for rmising the rate of return fron 30 to 43 E^r^mt* Honolulu^ 
Kapiolani aid Ifeui were e^^ially suocessful in ttoir follow-up efforts. 

Notewortiiy are tlie differences ^noi^ cOTpuses in titeir rates of reti^ns 
Honolulu Oorritunity OoUege had 52 ^ri^nt of its nan-continuing sti^ents 
re^ponii^ i^le Ha^li had 28 ^rcent, ^e rorainli^ colleges had rates betw^i 
these two extrOTes, Neigtoor Island colleges hM lower rates than those en Q^u 
eKC^pt for Kauai Bxrl Leeward vAiich had idmtical rates (40 ^^csnt) . 

2* Itepresentativmess of Returns 

BespOT3^ts and non-^re^andmts ware centred on ^^rious diaracterisU,cs 
to drtaiji represQitativeness data. The results are smrnarized in Table 2 
vSiich uTdicates ttiati 

a* reBpondents for the total md for emh of the s&vm aommniiy aoll&g&s 
Were r&pr&&&ntative of the non^aantinuing population^ by age^ entry 
BtaUiBj eduoational objeative and progrmi* 

b. reBpondenta for Hawaii arid Maui aommnity aottegeB Were representative 
of their non-- continuing groups on all aharaateriBtias ^ 
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C* QrganizatlOT of Th±B Report 

We will foois primarily on tl^ carnur^"^ college total since tiie Dean 
of Stidente cm each COTpus mil be B&nt its detail^ can^ter reports sinnrarlzJj^ 
the re^3OTSes of its non-continuing sti^mts, by ^mrious ^Marteristics, However^ 
w will inclute a teief surmiary of cOTpis highlights aM presoit mmrmi tables 
for each ca^^s in the appendix section* 

7 



ERIC 



r 

Sinae re^aid^ts vmrm iepres^tative of the non- o^tijiuing pqpulationy 
I hj/ program, m eadi cOTpus for Uie total, vm mil BiitTOarize tte re^mses 

P to eacdi it«n, ty progran* This w.11 also enable us to m^te caTf^ieons", 

feasible, wiUi the results of tl^ ^rir^ 1976 Non-Continu^g Survey (Sti^mt 

FlCTv Kojert^ RepOTt No. 9) , 

Included iji J^^^Tdices A^l tiirough A'-12 are ^^iles iminariging re^^onaes 
to each questiCTi/ by cairpae. Tl^^ aid Uie reader to percel^^ quiclcly ttie 
range of ructions among mn^cmtinuing stod^ts frcm -^e sevoa ralleges. 



D, FiMingsi Qanruni'^ Ctollege T^^l 

Data in Table 2 ahOT that respondents were repreBmntative of the totat 
non-aontinuing population^ by age^ marital atatus^ entry status^ ^uaatianal 
objeative and progrmn. We analyzed responses to the vmrious questions in terrre 
of theBa charact^istics, Ihis sumnnary, however, Vidll highlight i^e re^^onses 
of studaits^ 1^ prograti. 

1. Main Reasons for Not Oontinu^^ in Fall 1976 

Stodjarits were ask^ to select arm of tm reasons for not rontijiuing their 
enrollinant in Fall 1976. Ihe data, by program, TdDle 3 djidicate that: 

a* the most aormonly-eet&oi&d reasons were: (1) transfer to mother 
' aotl&ge (206 stydents; 24 peramt) (8) work pr&ferma& (132 studentBj 
16 percent ) and (S) desir^ alasses unccuailable (130 students* IS 
peraent) . 

b. the chief reasons were different for students in the vax^ous programs* 
For exOTple, 152 (34 p^c^t) literal arts majors diose "toansf erred 
to another college" while only 1 stud^t m hotel/food sarmces did so. 
K'eference for work appealed to studmts e^^ecially in hotel/food 
services, technol^y aid business • Ihe iinavailabili^ of desired 
classes was the top reason for tedmol^y t^lassifiad stud^ts. 
It is ijiteresting to Mte ttot 24 stu^mta (57 p^^it) w h^lth 
se^ri-ces had "adiieved their goal" at the end of tro sentesters, 
(See Figure 1.) 
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Wb also mmlyzed the ^ecifics for "una^mil^ili^ of desir^ clasps*" 
Oi the 127 Btudmts vto selects this reason^ thm following details pro^fide 
el^oratiOTs 



Perc^t 



Det^ls 



39 
56 
3 
29 



31% 
44% 

2% 
23% 



class closed 

class horn: amf lifted mth vrack toura 
class oonflirted with anotiiM cl^s 

college doesn't offer ooursa 



Pfe stnjdi^ the reasons for not oontiiuiliig mrolljT^t in Fall 1976 by oUiar 
diaraotaristicSs A smm^cy of thm tap t^ro reascns^ the^ rt^acterlstiQS , 
is faind wi Table 4i 

a* TeBpondmnta diff&r&d in their T&aBans^ by eduaational objeative^ 
agsji mcn*ital statuBj entry status and aurrent aotivity. 

b. ths main rea&an far students^ by eduaationat objeative woe: (1) A* A, 
degrees^ trmsfer to another Qotlmges (8) A,S, degrees^ work prefmrenQej 
(a) aertifiaates^ goat achievement and (4) unalassifiBd studentB^ 
unavailability of desired alasses. 

C. younger respondrnts^ eepeaially those below 88 yecLVS at entry^ seleated 
transfer as the most aormon reason^ while those between 25-^89 ahose 
imMailability of desired alasses md those over 89^ "umble to attmd^ 
G.I* Bill es^lmuBted, ^' 

d, a greater proportion of transfer stiddents than n&w studmts seleated 
transfer as their reason for non-^Qontinumae^ and more new students 
preferred to go to work, 

e* respondents who are aurrently employed seteoted work prefermtae 
cmd imavailability of desired alasses as their top reasons for 
non^Gontinumae . 
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Hotet Data are premited only for tti^e diaracteristica v^iiidi %«re statistiGally elgnlfiGmt 
In differantiating mong reascns far nGn^^ogritAjiURnn^ i * ,05 level, ** »01 le\rel# 
*** .001 level- 
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2. Spriiig 1976 Vtork Sta-tais of Re^ondrn ts 

Studmts were asked vA^mt their wDrk status in Sprii^ 1976 had be^i 
(a) 200 BtudmtB (35 peramt) Jmd worked fult''Vim&; (b) 316 stidenta (37 peramnt) 
had worked pari-tim& md (a) ^49 students (29 peraent) had not Wurked. 

i 

Data in Table 5 ^ow Uiat BtudmtQ^ by progrmi^ differed in thmir Spring 
1976 work experienaee. An ^trCTiely high proportion of stoimts in pi^lic 
services (39 stodmta^ 71 percoit) work^ ftill-tJine, The TBi)Qm of sti^OTts 
\dw worked part-tiM was 52 perceit in hotel/food sarviaeB to 18 paecent in 
health services and p^lic ser^d,«s. 
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RAi» CHI SQUAWi » 68.2. feQ73 WITH if PgCRlES OF PREEDDM. SIGNIFI CANCE a Q*OQQQ 



'nie results of fi^tti^ dialysis ^ by charact^istics^ Me siirinarized in 
Table 6. We famcl high proporiians of the foltowing groups of non^amtinuing 
studentB had worked full-time in Spring 1976: students seeking A* 3^ degrees 
md unaiassified studmts^ students over 29 years at entry^ married students^ 
transfer students and students aurrently (Fall 1976) ernployedm Among the 
group who did not work were students in health serviaes^ studmts seeking 
aertifiaates md studmts 19^21 years of age at mtry. 
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Hsfeei Deti pi@s€fitad only thc^ ^ara^taristis ^ora stay.stleally sipiif l^nt in 

diffi^entlatinf anoig Scaring li7i vrffik e^f^^^mfli • .05 lewil, ** ,01 livol, **• .001 
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^iMtisnal CbJ.*** 
Marl^l Stafaa*** 


72% 
46% 
71% 
63% 
4$% 
5S% 


29 ISt^^ 


Bi% 
4B% 
BB% 
4B% 
S$% 

ii% 


BbIoh 19 yam 


§^ 
49% 
III 

?3i 


19-21 1M£B 

nm 



3. Qirra:tt (Fall 1976) ^f^vltles of Rs^sondgits 

Ove^ fou^'-fifthB of the re$pondmt8 are either wopking (492 atudrnts^ 
56 pevamt) or attending another 8ahool (B32 studrntsi 27 peramt). Reepondmte 
by progrcm^ differ, in their aurrent aativitieB ae iiidieatea in Tsble 7 infl 
illiistrat^ in Figin:© 2i 

a* ^eat prt^mtions of students ^ public sawices (73 parcent) 
ard hsalto sarvioes (70 per«nt) arm v^rkijng. 

b, miny stoaanta in the Itoaral arte arm v^Tdjog (221| 50 perosnt) or 
are attKiduig a^aiar oollega (167; 38 p^cmt)* 

77 stuclffits (9 pe^c^t of raBpmderits) Ma looking for work. 



CU^iNT ACTIVITIES OF RESMffflpTi^ Wf 
CmiJNITY roUJGE TOTAL ^ 
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wen PCT iL^QKi m - woMk iMG^^pae^AEs atto qth qthpr rq* 

IPDR WORK PONSiaiL iCHnOL TOTAL 



2 "j Ti ^1 101 i 14 t 3a f 3 1 163 

_ gtjgTjgp^^ I a- Q_a^AE* Q__j X..^|^ 6.^^.^^X bB^^ — 



— — — — ~~3~t e t pa 1 3 1 » i Q f 4a 

HEALTH SEftVlCIi I ia*S j 7^'^ ^" " 2^«i£*£^«i==*2'°«J 



^TOfKL E FOOD svs I 2a*a 'i sis* ^^*9_|_ij;2-*i-^-3-£-»-i 

5 rl""^ i 'i _ 4a _ l g 5 ! ^ 

6 ~r"""Ti ! 4 1 .If ; ,J ! 
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Studmte differ in their aurrmt aativitieSj by eSiaational objeative^ 
age^ maritat stabua md mtry statuB, tota in T^la 8 that tiia top two 

aorrmnt acti^tiaB are gmerally "work" and "tr^isfar" tot the ^^^ortioM of 
Btotoits engaged hi tteee aetivities differ^ characteriatics. For exanplei 
the range of studaitB are wrking ±ri Fall 1976 ^ 1^ age, is 75 permit of 
those over 29 yaars of ^e to 43 parcent of thDse below 19 • 



liE^ t Data aim pt eoa itad oiX^ thosa ct^ac^srls^cs i«b 
*Etl^ti^i * ,01 level* ** .01 tevel, «» .001 Iwl. 
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^ttry itatus* 


874 
€26 
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SS% 
60% 




iB% 
23% 





sfcud^tta disked i^a^ out^nt ^tivl^^i a swcnacy of mos^ msganam 
^ ha^Hjig hose ^^^ ponglb ilifeijes 



Mdltional queations were answered by staidCTits vAio are worktog or vAio 
^are att^ding another institution in Fall 1976* Their re^msas are surtirBrized 
below. 

a. Re^^ttdmtB Bi^loyed (492 Btud^ts; 56 peroait) 

Brplc^ed BtudentB were aB^^ to :u^c^te (1) tteir title or poBitioi# 
(2) theij: work status (full- or part-tinte) md (3) tim ralationsMp 
betw^i tteij work arf catnuni'ty OTll^e staidies* 
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Data ill Table 9 &^ that employed Btudrnta wbtb amamtFat&d in 
two typBs of work: serviae oaaupaHone (155: 36 peramt) and 
almHaal/Bal&B oampMons (137 f 31 p&rami).^ Students^ by progrm^ 
diffrnved in oaQupationa. Fot ^OTple^ clericaV^les vwk was 

the tap occu^atiOT for stLid^ts jnajor^ to toisiness and Uisral 
arts, ^rtiile mcvim Mci^tims led ma^ sti^ants in tealth redoes 



: mE9 = 

RtSWfflDOffS ^ ARE WORKINGS WCIPATIONS^ BY PROGRAM 
COiW^ITY COUJ« TOTAL 



jeSf ITUE 



- I I S i s ! * ! 9 ! S_J.....Z.J.....f,,i™-.;-J 



I II ^1 ^1 • - _ j 





Further amlysie of the oroupatiOTiB of working reqpondmte^ ^ 
cheuracteristics, is mi Table 10 \f*iidi mmto^izm tte tcp 

two occypa^ons for ea^ group* In irost diirtames^ sOTViGe and 
clerioal/sales occupatims pr^orrLmatad, alttsowgh some unclassifi^ 
staitoite aM studoits 29 years of age at mtry CTgagad 

in professlCTial/tMhiural/mnagerlal w^k. 

£?/ employed students j peraent working futl-time. This was 

e^acially true of st^mts v*io majored in health service and ^ 
bustoeBB. Many sti^^ts vAio mjor^ in pjblic servioes work^ 
part-time. (Table 11) , 



^Bas^ on U.S, ^parb^t of Labor, DlcticmMy of teoi^timal Tit^s , 
Uurd e^tiOT (196S) . 
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ZMei Cats AiB p»^^rtad mly foff thpge d^artarirtics whi#i wM© statis^cal^ 
aipdficsA in diffar^tlating morq mmt^^mt **0S levels ** *01 Im^li 
.001 level. 
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§4 
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Salow 19 
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S9 
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34% 
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Employed Btud&nts indiaat&i the following rega^n/y^ wox^k/atudy 
r&lation&Mps: (1) atoBely retated (109j 8S peramt)^ (2) aamMhat 
r&latBd (113; 26 pe^amnt) ^ md (3) not related (219j SO psra&nt), 
Studrnts^ by program^ differed in their reepon&BS to this item. Fot 
- mmplmf the grouj^ mtti highest p^aaitage for eaah dwlae 

96% health earviras cl^saly related 

35% Ixistoese saw^^tot related 

65% literal arte not related 

See Table 12 for furthm' detoile. 
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StudentB differed in work/study reiationBhipB^ by eduaationat 
objeative^ c^e cmd marital etatua. The groupB who espeaially . 
found a alose relationBhip between thmir work mid amminity ootTsge 
BtudieB Were BtudentB Beeking aertifiaates md studrnta 22^24 yec^a 
aid at miry, Mgh pr^»rtian of stiriOTts taislneas^ studaits 
sedcing A.S. &egxmB md sfajd^ite over 29 years of age felt work 
m& study were "Bcrae^iat related." Be^onteite vAio found no 
relatlmship Miclud^ inany students se^^g A. A, degr^s^ studente 
be].c^ 19 years of age at ent^ and sirigle student-s. 
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b. Regg^itoits Itvo AtteMing ^^thar Sdtool (232 sti^^ts; 27 ^r^at) 

niese sti^mts vs&ob ask^ to special (1) iMtituticn they are 
attenaiiig In F^l 1976, (2) their majOT field of mt^, (3) ttelr mtu^ 
status I full- or part-tlitie and (4) the teansfffl^^ili^ of tiiair 
carammi^ collie CTedits in oom'sea iiiirtDer^ 100 or ^ove if th^ are 
attendiJig a foar-y^: TOll^e, 

Of the 216 BtudBntB who reeponded to the qu&stion on aiO'X'mt inetiti^on^ 
84 (39 p&pamnt) otb at the UniVBVBity of HcsmH at Mmoa^ SS (29 par- 
amt) at other aommnity aolleges^ 44 (20 peroent) at Mainlmd inatitu- 
tiona and the remaining in other pubtia ot2 private instituti^mB in ths 
State ^ Ab es^&ated^ mmy (1B6) liberat opta maJorB m^e attending another 
aollegej ahiefty Mmoa (73) and Mainlcc^ in&titutiona (28), (Table 13) 
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' Student& who m*e attending anoth&r aatlegB havm a ^dm^mty of tmjoi* 
fields of study. Ttm follo^mig fields attrMtM at l^st 10 students 
ainong tte 197 stuiteite re^OTd^ to this items 

jjistltutions i 26 in social TCi^iceSi 17 in hmBnities^ 
11 in ph^ical sciOTcas 

2-year institutici:^ ! 33 mi business^ 27 m liberal arts, 

17 in tedinolc^, 10 in haalth SCTvioes* 

Most (82 pmra&nt) arm full-tim stiddents, Hi#i ^i^GrticM of 
students balOT 19 yeMS of age at ^t^ and single studaits are 
stuping ftill time. 

Data in T^le 14 that mmy atuientB who att ending fom^^ 
year aoll&g&B were c^le to trmsfer their aomtunity aollege aredits: 
94 (81 peraeni) were able to trmsfer all or most aredits* 18 (16 
peraent)^ aome aredits^ 4 (3 peraent)^ few aredits, M e^^ected, 
liittal arts majors oonpri^ Urn grMt majori-^ (85 perCTOt) ^£ 
studoits attet^ing faar-yaar iMtitirtiQra. 



14 

E^om?^ WD ^moDC ^cnw w^oe^t TS^^sm cf ^^xis 



1 1 ! ml 3 1 



RAM CHI sQyi^r^~^iVe6W^iti>i^"re ertfifgs eK iieNiFicANCE ^ o.ooa© 



4. Futige Educatlqial Pima 

litany Btidenia hcd plans for fio'ther eduaationt 487 (60 peraent) indioated 
they pimned to aontinue their eduaation in Spring 197? md 210 (13 peraent) at 
some time after that. Only 1/8 of the Btudenta said that they had no fiwther 
eduaational plans and 1/4 was tmoertain. There were differenaes among programB 
(Table 15) i 
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~60 peromt of liberal s^tB majors had ^iwatiaEial plais £or 
%ring 1977 

-^32 p^offit of tealth mjors had no ft^tter Mucatiaml plans 

48 pttc^t of piiDlic ^rvicmm and 37 per^ait of tasteiolo^ 
TO jars w^a unoert^m, 

Hi^ prcy cffirtlans of stuflants below 22 ye^s at ent^ and aijigle st\dOTta had 
futiM ^ooational plans. 
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Studente vdth ^rlng 1977 eduCTtional plms vj^b adcM to ^^eci^ tteir 
Institiiticn, Of the 378 ^o rm^md&i to this itCTi^ 89 Btud&ntB (B4 pepamnt) 
ahoae Manoa; 74 (20 p&ramt)^ Mpiotmtj S4 (14 pera&ni)^ L&ma^d; SI (14 per^ 
aBnt^ Mainlcmd institutions j thm remainingj other pt^lia and p^vate 
inBtitutians in the State » toth and I^iolml were ^osen most oftm by 

liberal arts stuteits, studaits belOT 19 years at mti^, suigle studaits and 
new studaita, Tablm A-11 ^^catas that 14 E out of the 373 Btudents intend 
to retwm to the aarr^UB of entry* 
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5. Evaluatiai of Comimity Coll^ a^serjenoe 

Studentg avaluatM ei^t Ltmm on a five-point scales "1^ very satisfted'- 
to "5^ not satisfi^." results are sminariz^ In Figure 3 vftiidi presOTta 
the average rating for ea^ itam^ ^ pr^ram: 

a. for the totals th& beat average ratings were for: '^f^endBMp with 
other QtudentB" (S,2)^ Hrmtruation" (2,Z} md ^'faeulty/&tudent 
reiationB-' (8.3). The average rating for ^^total e^mrienae at aollmge'^ 
was 2,4, The poorest average rating (2.9) was for ''vca^ety of aowaes 
you aoutd take,** 

b. there were signifiamt differenaes in average ratings^ by program^ 
on five items: 

(1) instmotion: the range in average .ratings was 1.8 (health 
serviaeB) to S. S (buBiness) . 

(2) faaulty /student retatims: the rmge was 1.7 (health) to 
8,6 (business) , - 

(3) aaurse vax^iety: the rmge was 8.2 (heatth serviaes) to 
3,0 (liberal arts). 

(4) aounseling serviaes: the rmge was 8.1 (health serviaes) to 
2. 8 (busineBB) , 

(5) student friendships: the rmge was 1,8 (health Berviaes md 
hotel/food serviaes) to 2.3 (businesB md publia serviaes) , 

Analysis of average ratings for each item^ by aharaateri&tias ^ showed 
some Btatistiaaliy Bignifiomt differenaes, Kisse are suEtinarized belo^ md 
the ran^ In average rat^gs gi^ren fOT ea(di cpnoi^,^ 
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^L^els of si^ificanc^^ based on analysis of vari^«, dairtM ttaiss 
* .05 level ** .01 level *** ,001 lerol. 
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PMi 1976 Nai-ODOTn«D^G OTlTOanS 

Itotee g Students rated eadi itan on a five-point scale * with '*1** zepre^nting tiie iMt favorable ratiiig. 5he tteee 
itste ^eeeivJjng tiie beat evaluatian are circ3^ for eadi programp 
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.ectiial Envir, 



Qiaracteristic 
Age*** 

Marital Status** 



2.4 (ov^ 29) to 2.9 (19-21 amd 22-24) 

2.5 (rarri^) ard 2.8 (single) 



Coimgelliig Svcs . 



Facilities, 



Total B^fflriawe 



Jterital Statias* 
Cmpm* 

ncne 

Canpus*** 



Age 



** 



Marital Status 



2.4 (ov^ 29) to 2.7 (belw; 19, 
19-21, 22-24) 

2.5 (na«i^) and 2.7 (single) 
2.3 (Wina^ard) to 2.8 (Kauai and 



2.2 (L^rard) to 2.9 (Itowaii, Kapiolani 



2.2 (over 29) to 2.5 (belcw 19, 

19-21, 22-24) 
2.2 (rcBrri^ard 2.5 (smgle) 
2.1 (Winarard) to 2.6 (I^iolani) 



Generally t average ratinga were faoovcble among studentD over 29 year a 
of age at entry, mcavied students end students at Win&oard Commnity College. 

m view of cffltpus interest in the evaluatiais of their non-can,tinuing^ 
students, we sumnariz^ re^poises on the five-point scale, by diaract^ajtics. 
The evaluations on eadi itan, by cffltpus, are included m Appendix A-12 wiu.cn 
also provides iHnm results of dii-square analysis. 



E. Fi ndings i Camgus Hi^iJ-ights 

m topendices B thra#i H are the respaises of studaits, by ^o^am, f^ 
each oanpus. 'flie sate f^t is k^t fa: all tablm eo whan many cells have 
nuriiDers below 5, chi-square analysis is not neanlngful ai^ has been deleted. 
Pfe include tiiese tiles, however, because wnpus persomel are interested in 
the responses of their sti^aits evsi tiiou^ tiieir totals may be snail. Cainpus 
persOTnel Interested in iiOTe details ^uld consult with the Dean, of Students 
to v^om will be sent the conplete set of ccnputer rsports. 

Since several cmpuses had atall nuttiaera of re^^aits, Uieir sunnMlfis 
below mil be in terms of niaibers (not percentages) of students. 
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Ha^f^i <apmuni^ Oollege (42 respGo^^tSf 28 percoit retum) 

of the non-^itljmijig pqpulatiQn on all dTarartCTistiGS. 

b. Beasons for Nbt Cmttoulro in F^l 1976 : nie Uots reMcns 
wars: transfer to anotiier oDll^a (U staatoita) ^ wrk prafOTS^ . 
(8) and peracnal raaaons (6) . (T^le B-l) 

c. Sprjjiq 1976 Wogk E&qpar^icaa i Bia rnajori'^ of ra^onamts wrked 
last sCTiBatari 17^ fuU^^tiinei 9| ^rt-tlTO. Wiera vsere 16 
stutoits v4w did not work. (T^le Of Urn 17 who worked full* 
tunaf 13 are oirrently viking* 

d. Currmt Acfeivitias : Slightly ^j&c 3/4 of the ati^denta arm either 
workijig (19) or attjmding anrti^ oollage (14) . flhya retia^iJjig 
stud^ta hava hans re^onaibilities (4) , are loolmig fOT wwk (2) 
€oc are engaged iji oU^ ac^my^es (3) . (Kble B^3) 

a* j^loy^ Studimts g Of Uia 16 re^ondad to tiiis itmii the top 

tittiM bccwpatleiiB ares 5^ clerical/sales i 5, service^ 3^ professicnal/ 
tedmiGal/tamagMial woark, (TrtDle B-4) The najority of sfaidBnts 
(10 out of 18) work full^taire, Tim najority of stijdents found a 
relationaMp be-toe^ ^mix work and comttunl'^ oollege stu^eas 3/ 
closely related; 10, acroevtot relate; 5, not related. (T^Ib B-5) 

f , Studaita Atterrilng Arother S^ol i Of the 13 studaits vSio ui^cated 
tr^rSfSr^ 5 are at Hllo Ool^e, 4 at oUier OTnronity oollagea, 1 
at Maroa, 2 at Mainlma institaitions and 1 at oth» Haraii four-year 
oolite* MDSt (11) are fiill-^tJitie students* Six studeaits anavrered 
the question on tranaf^ability of areditsi 2, all ot niDat; 3^ acme? 
1^ few. 

g* Future Educational Plaj^i Close to half of toe ra^cndaita (19) 
had plans to OTitaSii^e Siair edumtion m ^rijig 1977i 1 , sometune 
later; 11, not oert^Ji* Hiere were 5 at\jdmta vAio indicatad no 
furtiim educati.crial plans, (teble B-6) M tiie 16 witii plma £qoo 
%>ring 1977, 4 Jjitmd to return to Hawaii toiiruiu'^ College, 3 to 
go to Mlo Coll^p, 5 to other OTmini-^ oollegea, 1 to Manoa, 2 
to ^teinlMd djistitutiais ^id 1 to otter Haraii four^^ar ooUage. 

h# Evaluation of Omrajril^ Ooll^fe BiqperieMe ; Bie best average ratings 
were fotmd for? faculty/staff relatiOTa (2*3)^ studmt friOTdtf^ps 
(2.3), instauotion (2*5) and total ^^^imoe (2,5). Vtm poOTest 
average rattog was for course mcle^ (3.1) . (Table B-7) Oft faculty/ 
stiMent relationa, there were significant diffarancea^ ^ grade point 
av^ages 3.5 abwe (1,8) to belw 2.0 (2.8). On course rarity, 
gr^e ^ijit av^age vms a significmt factor alsos those mth 3.5 

above had an average ratljig of 3.6. On evaluation of the total 
collie QCperiOTce, average rat^^s were 2*2 for business (13 sttidBnta) 
ani ?.8 for literal arts (18). 



Hooolulu Qgrmmi'^ Collie (182 ra^ndente; 52 per^nt retimi) 



a. ReiOT^nta'^vTBiess Data i Re^ondenta ^^asmtatiTO of the 
nai'-continuing p^olal^on m aU ^arartOTlstias but sax^ maritol 
statue and potot a^wrage. 

b* RaaBcgis for Itot Oontinijii^ iji Fall 1976i "Rm top tiir^ r^i^is w^ai 
transfer to another oDllega (20 per^Tit) , dssired classes imav^l^la 
(18 permit) Bond mmk prefenmee (16 percait) ^ (Tab^ C*-l) OE 
32 ataateite fcwM tosired classes unavrilable^ 20 indicated a 
conflict h&ii^B^ claBS and work hcitts. 

StudBntB diff&ved aignifiamtly in their reasons for non~aontinuanam^ 
by program^ eduaatimal objeative^ high aahool baakgroioid^ aredits 

earned and m^rr&nt aotivity* In goi^ali 

— •'taransfar to aTOtliar oollaga" toe an iitportant rwTOn for ataj3ants 
v?are lJi)eral arts majors^ wra young (balow 22 years at mtry) 
BD& wera abla to eam ov^ 24 oarrmsiity oolite credits. 

— "dasirad classes unavailable'- ms iitpOTtant for stodmts 25-29 
years at entry and studmts cmrmtly CTplcyad. 

— "work pref^enca" vrae Mport^t icac stT^mte 19*-21 yaars old at 
^try^ graduates of Hawaii's priwte hi^ BdKOlB and staidmts 
ci:tfrentiy working* 

c, ^ying 1976 Ptork B^erianTOs g 3/4 of the sti^aits wrak^ last 
ssTiester: 7S^~full--tamay 60^ part-Ume, {Table C-2) TherB were 
statiatiaally signifiacmt differmms in Spring 1976 work atatua^ 
by progrcoTij eduGational abjeativej age^ aredita earned and aurrBnt 
aativity. High pr^ortione of the follomj^ pro^ vgorked full-tiTO 
in ^rlng 1976; 

"Stndmts in pi±>lic services 

— students seeing A*S* d^rees 

— studmts 25 ye^s of age at ^try 

— studsits vto had eMned fewer t^m 13 oanmunity college credits 
— stuteits vAio ara CT^^^tly w^ku^. 

d, Oarrait itotivitles i 4/5 of the re^oradaits btb either wDricing (103 1 
58 percmt) ar attOTd^g anothw sdiool (40 1 22 perMnt) . (T^le 0-3) 
There were atatieti^ally aignifiaant differenaea in mrrmt aoti'Oitim^ 
by progrmn^ eduaational obj&ativej high aahool baakground and aredits 
emfted^ High projttrtiOTis of the follow^g are cogently vraMng: 
staidOTts vAio majors in p*^lic ser^ces or tadinol^y^ so^ht A.S. 
da^^s, vrtio WCTS able to rai^lete mtoc 24 cOTromity college CTedite. 
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e. ai^lqyed Sti:dmtB i to^ two oc^atlcms o£ the 95 stiMmts vA^ 
re^cndfid to tius ^:ei service (41 percent) ^ alerlcml/sales 
wrk (20 ^romt) . (Table There were Btatistieally Bignifiaant 
differmaes in oaaupaHon^ by progrm^ eS^aational objeative^ age 
md high aahoal baakgromd. High pr^ortiCTis of the fcllcmng are in 
servi« c^cupatiariBi stiaaente vAio mjored in pybliQ ^av±<XB, sou^t 
A,S. degr^s, ^tm camimity colleges at age 22 or olto, and 
^aduat^ fron forrign or U.S, MainlaM high sd^ls. Mgh pr^rticns 
of the follotdng are in clerical/sales wrki stidmts ^lo majored 

in l^eral artei soi^ht A*A. d^ees, ent^ed at 21 or yomger^ ani 
<^adTjated fron pi^liG high sdioola cm the NeigWbor IslaMs. 

The inajori-^ of etpl^ad studento (63 perc^t) wrk fid.l^tote. 
A bare mjori^ (51 perront) felt Uiere no relatiOTdW.p bebwe^ 
their vjotJc and OTmmity college stuMes* (^le C-5) This was 
especially tanie of liberal sirts stud^ts, 

f . students Att^ijig moth&: ScAitoI i M ti^e 39 stud^ts v?to In^catM 
transfer, 17 era at MaiOT, 10 at ottier omtu^^ colleges, 9 at 
Mainland institaitiOTS and 3 at oth» Haraii mstitutims. ttost (68 
percmt) are fiill-tlite mt^mtm. 23 etudmte answered Ute ^stion 
on transferability of catmmity college CT^i-tei 17, all or roost; 
5^ scmei 1/ fe^. 

g. Future Bduca-d^onal Plwm t MDoat half of the respaidents had further 
^ucaticnal plans: 76 for Spring 1977 and 17 for some time later. 
Ihere m^e 69 vftio \«:e imoMtMJi and 15 v*o had no furtoer educatiGnal 
plans. (Table A high pa^ortiati of stutoits i^o sought A*A. 
de^ees haa pl^ for ^rli^ 1977. M tiie 67 ^o indicate tiieir 
^rlug 1977 ^istitaition, 25 IntmS to return to Honolulu OatramiQr 
College, 15 to go to ^loa, 15 to o^r conirunity collages, 10 to 
Mainlar^ institatims 2 to oth^ Haraii Jjistitutions. 

h. Evaluation of Oottmmltv College a^p^itoi. ^^ i "Om best SLV&cage ratings 
v^re f or ^^^trucy.cxi, studmt friendsMp (^cii 2.1) and facul^/ 
student relaticms (2.2) , Tim average rat^g for total allege ^cp^imce 
vas 2.3. Ihe poorest avimage ratii^ was for oourse variety (2.7) . 
(T^le On several items-'-inBtmiation^ faaulty/eiudmt relaHma^ 
aauree vam^ety md intelteatual envivarm&nt—thmTe were BtatiBtiaally 
signifiamt differmees in evaluccbion^ '-^y age. fiscally , tlia older 
groi^ (ovw 29 yeaiB at mtry) ratrf th b itans more favorably tiian 

tite your^tt sti^mts. In MditiOT, on _ acul^/rtud^t relations, 
there v?ere si^iif icmt dif f ereices in valuation by Wgh school 
badk^oundi OTaduates of Hani's p^Uc aM private high spools 
rat^ tiiie itffli less favor^ly t^i graduates of U.S# MaijilaM aid 
forei^ high schools and ffiD sti^ente. 
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3. Kapiolai^ tonruni^ College (242 respOTdents; 48 p^icCTit retaim) 

a. RgpresentatlygiesB Data i TOie responaanta were reprasOTtative of the 
nm-aontinuing p^latim on all dbaractaristics tut gr^e ^int 
average. 

b, BmBmB for ^tot Opnttouli^ in Fall 1976 1 The t^ tluree reascM vmrnt 
- "othtt" (20 per^nt) / i^^rk praf^mcs transfOT to mottier oollege 

(«di 19 percent) . (Table D-1) Ctily 21 staidaits (9 parent) indiaated 
unavailability of desir^ classes becausei 4, class alos^; 6, confliat 
with work hours; 2, coifliot witii anotter class; 9, coOTse TOt offered. 
There were Btati&tiaaLly Bignifiaant differena&Q in reaBonSj by program^ 
edua^ionat objeative^ aea?^ agm^ marital status^ mtry staiuB^ aredita 
earnBd and aurr&nt aativity. Sane of ttesa ^ff^^oes are shorn 
balcw by Jj^icatlng tiie tag reasons i 



Pr^fram 

liberal arts 33% 

health earmces 57% 

busuiess 25% 



transfer to mother college 
aciiieved goal 
TOrk prafer^we 



famle 24%, transfer and 23%^ work pre£er©ice 

male 24%# other arid 15%, G,I, Bill ^dmmted 



below 19 
over 29 



28%; trmsfer and 26%, wcark prefanHioe 
31%, G.I. Bill ekhausted aid 16%, other 



Qedlts Earned 

below 13 
ever 24 



25%, work prafOTmce and 24%, other 
35%, a^daved goal ani 26%, transfer 



Spring 1976 Vtock acperl^ces i Close to 3/4 of the stiiteits worked 
last sanesteri 77 (33 percoit) , full-time aM 91 (39 peromt) , 
part-tMe. (Table D-2) There were statiBtiaatly Bignifiomt 
differma&B in Spring 2 976 work statuB^ by program^ eduaaiimat 
obj&Gtive^ sem^ age^ marital BtatuBj high bqJwoI baakgroimd^ mtry 
Btatus^ or edits mamed and mirr&nt activity, Sam of -ttese differKioes 
are storo belcMi 

^r Jjig 1976 
^ DM mt 



Pull-^iite 
Wbrk 



Progran 

literal arts 
business 



21% 
41% 



52% 
33% 



27% 
27% 
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A.S. 



19% 
51% 



33% 

30% 



48% 

19% 
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Sex 



fanala 
male 



%>rlng 1976 



Fall-Time 
Work 



22% 
47% 



Part-Time 
Vtork 



38% 
39% 



DM Not 



40% 
15% 



age 



below 19 
av&c 29 



11% 
79% 



64% 
4% 



31% 
171 



Iterital Statua 

single 
married 



23% 
64% 



48% 
9% 



29% 
271 



Bitry Status 
new 

transfer 



24% 

54% 



45% 
24% 



32% 
22% 



High Sdiool Badcgr . 

pi&lic, Oahu 28% 

pdDlic, Neighbor Is. 55% 

U.S. Mainlard/Poss. 48% 



42% 

25% 
12% 



30% 
20% 
40% 



g'edlts Earrod 

below 13 
av&c 24 



63% 
13% 



24% 
44% 



13% 
44% 



Qirrait 



transfer 
looking for work 



49% 
7% 
9% 



34% 
54% 
26% 



17% 
39% 
65% 



Currgit activities t 85 ^^^t of the respDidefits are either w^cii^ 
(144; 60%) or attiKaing moto^ sciiool (59, 25%). (Table D-3) There 
were statistiaally Bignifioani differenoes in ourrent aativit'Lea ^ by 
prograanj eduaaiional objeative^ sem^ age^ marital siatuB^ high aohool 
baokgroundj entxy stccbus md aredUe earned. Bam of these differaioes 
are illustrated belra? ^ the po^»rtions of selected graips workii^ 
or attaiding arrother sdiooli 
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Program 

Ub^al arts 

BaucatlQnal . 

o^tifiaate 



44% 
69% 



70% 
69% 



41% 
16% 



12% 
16% 



Sex 



f&mle 
male 



53% 
70% 



28% 
211 



belcfw 15 46% 

avm 29 83% 

tferital Status 

s^igle 53% 

marri^ 84% 

B^gh Schaol Badcgr 

pitoliC/ Oahu 60% 

pi^lic^ Nei^toc Is, 80% 

Entoy Status 

new 56% 

transfer 711 

Ccedlts Earnei , 

below 13 84% 

war 24 51% 



36% 
10% 



30% 

9% 



27% 

15% 



26% 
22% 



6% 
38% 



e* Btployed Stoayits s Anong tte 133 oj^loyed sti^mta inMcat^ 
their oGOipatiOTiB, the tj^ taro arei ^ ser^o^e (54| 41 p&comt) and 
alBrLoBl/ sales wrak (51 1 38 p^amt) , (T^le T>-A) J^ere were 
etaiiBtiQatly si^ifiamt differmoea in aaaupcAion^ by pvogrmn^ 
eduaabional objmatvoe^ Bern ax^editB earned* High pr^ortlons of 
students ^ the follora^g groi^ y^^cm in ser\dce ora^tiOTSi 
studmts majored in*h©altti s^vices^ vte soi^it oMtifi^tas anfl 
vA^ oror 24 OTnuni-^ collMp CTe(U.ts# Hi^i prqportiQflris of 

the follo^^g groi^ wre in clCTicml/sales wotJci at^mts v*io 
itajOT^ in hosiness, stutoits ^o sought A. A* degrees and ettdents 
^^no earried betro^ 13^24 oatnmni'^ oollege cr^its. 

Most (78 ^^GOTt) of thm eiT^l^ed rtudsits Me wOTklng full-^tiine* 
Biis is especially tme of stuamts i/A^ ^mgtA oMtifioates aM 
vAyo ymm 22^24 oM at mtry. 



^out 2/3 of ttie stud^ts felt that ti^rm \^ras a relationsMp beta^^ 
their work and comimity oollega stodiesi 50 (37 psrcOTt) , closaly 
related; 36 (27 percent) ^ scnVBii^at related. (T^le Ml 23 

a^lc^ed st^^ts majorat in h^lth ser^ces felt tiiere vms a close 
relationship as did high pr^ortims of tte follo&djig prions s fOTiales^ 
stud^ta sought certificates, \9^e 22-24 yeM's old at mitxy, 
were transfer sti^^ts, v^tio ymxm m^^led md vA^ ^mm& av&o 24 
oOTnimity college CTedits* 

f , Students Attendljig AnQ^er Sdtool i 0£ the 57 studarte v*o are 

att^ding^offiir sdhoor^^^ at Mmoa, 13 at Honolulii totimml'^ 

College / 11 at Mainland ^stitutions, 7 at oth^ oamunity oollsges 
in Haroiii, ard 6 at other Hawaii ins^tuti^^* Most of the staadmts 
(77 perc^t) are studying full--tMie. The 26 studaits atta^ai^ fcw^ 
Ymar uirtitutions re^^i^aa to tlie itCTi on traisftt^lli'^ of ccitimaiity 
college crGdits as follo^^i 20, all or most; 5, smei 1, tm^ The 
great najori^ of liberal arts stidents tzansf^re^ all or most of 
tteir credits* 

Future Baucational Plans i Close to 2/3 of the students had fittther 
educational plans s 124 for Spring 1977 and 30/ scinetiinB aft» that, 
TOiere were 51 stadmts \Ao were mcertain aM 33 mth no fi^th^ plms. 
(Table D-6) High proportions of the following grcwps had plans to 
enroll in oollege in ^rir^ 1977 1 studmts lAio sought A, A* de^i^S/ 
who were below 19 y^cs at entry and \A)Q were elj^le students, 

0£ tim 102 vto toiicated their Spring 1977 institution, 44 intend 
to return to Itepiolani Ccniminlty College^ 20 to attend Manoa; 18, 
oUi^ cmimmity oolleges; 10, to Mainland instituticms m& 10, other 
Hawaii institutions, 

h. Evaluation of Oamunl'^ Oollege acperlgi^ i Kie best avera^ rating 
yms for student friendships (2.2). The a^rera^ ra^ig for total oollege 
acperience vms 2.6, ^wi tiie poacest (2*9) for facilities/equipment. 
(TdDle D^7) Th&re w&re Btatiatiaally signifiamt differenoBe on alt 
eight it ems ^ by v^iouB aharoQteriBtiGB : 8 itemB^ by 'pvogTmii 4 items ^ 
by age^ high sGhoot baakground^ mtzy status co^ ar&dits earned; 3 
items^ by eduac^iaml abj&atives 2 items^ by marital atatuB; 2 itm^ 
by Brno. Since pro-am vmm a "significant" itan, Uie ran^ in average 
rat^gs for prcNgramte mrollii^ at least 10 studmts is infliGated fw 
eadi items 









Best Ave. Ratir^ 


Poorest Ave, Mtli^ 


Instouction 


1, 


7 


health s^vi»s 


2.6 


tuSlTOSS 


Faculty/Stvd. Rels, 


1. 


6 


health services 


2.7 


bi^iness 


Ocurse Variety 


2. 


1 


health sarvlces 


3.0 


l^^al ^ta 


Intellectual aivir. 


2. 


3 


totel/foed s^no^ces 


2.9 


i^tnmBB & liberal arts 


hanseling 


1, 


9 


l^lth s^vices 


2.9 


m^al arts & business 


StUitoit EtiaidMiips 


1. 


7 


health services 


2.4 


business 


Facilities/Bquip . 


2. 


3 


totel/food s^fmoes 


3.2 


lils^al arts 


Total B^^imM 


2. 


0 


healUi s^vices 


2.8 


li^-al arts & buatoese 
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4* Kauai Cqtiramifry Collie (37 re^sord^ts; 40 permit return) 

a. ' R^resmtatlvmess Data ; "Rib respon^mts ymJCB rapreaantative of 

the ndn-^omffiiuij^ p^ulation an all ch^acberistice ^cept high 
school badcgroumd, 

b. Reasons for Not COTitirLiili^ In F 1976 1 Thm two t^ reasons ^^rei 
tr^isfer to m^tlmr oollega (7) and unaTOilability of desired clMsea 
(7) . Tty^m vmrm 4 ^alth services stiadants ^o adiieved Uieir gt^ls. 
(Table E-1) 

a, Spring 1976 Pfork Bcperiences i The majori^ of stuamts TOrked last 
smestar: 14 ^ fcll-twe; 9V part--tlire. B^re wre 13 did Mt 
TOrk* (T^le 0£ tha 14 vtio wrk^ full-time, 13 ^e curr^tly 

TOrking and are males. 

d. Current Activities i Oirer 4/5 of the re^onflmts are eitlier TOrkir^ 
(22) or atte^ing' arother s^ool (8) , U^re are 3 losing for wrk# 
3 vdiA home re^xmsibilities. (T^le E-^3) Of the 22 employaa studmts, 
12 entered the ccninAiity alleges toere were over 29 years of 
agSf mi 14 TOre wBrrx&d^ 

e* Btplcyed Students i 16 staM^ts provided i^ozmation OTl the% oo»fpatioMi 
9^ s^n^'ice; 3 / cl^ioal/salesi 2, professiOTaVtecimical/tam,%9Cy?*iali 
1 each in fMndng/fishing/foreBtry aid miscellaneous. (Table E-'4) 
ihe majority of studmts (13 out of 21) indicted they axm workij^ 
full^timR, The itmjOTity (13 oat of 19) said tiiMre vmB no relationship 
betweoi their ^rk and aanrmmi^ college studies. (Table E^5) 

f , Students Attending Another S^otI i CTily 5 studmts irdicatad tiie 
instituti.dn they ^e nw attaiding, and ferar .re^ondad to "Uie iten 
an fiill^/part^tteTe status and transferrin^ of □redi'te* 

g. Future Mucational Plms i Oror a ttiird of the respondmts (14) 
plan to Mnttoue their ^ucation in Bprmg 1977; 6, scmetlTO after 
Uiat; 7, uncertain, 9 indicated they hM no fi^^ther ^uratiaial 
plans. (MdI© E-6) OE the 14 mto ©di:cational plans in Spring 
1977, 8 intmd to return to Kauai ^mmni^ College. 

h* Evaluation of Oomunity Collie B^^igioe i Ttm best av^age rat^gs 
TOre for staidoit fri^^^iips (2.2) aid faailty/sttdQit relations (2*3) . 
n^e average ratir^ for total TOllege ©^eriaice vms 2.5, and the poorest 
average was for coj^e varied (3*2) , (Table 1^7) TBime TOre statist 
Really significant diff^ri^ices on several itansi 

— faoal^/stud^t relatioM, by ©duCT^tLonal ^jectivei rai^e tos 
1.7 (A. A.) to 2.8 (A.S,) 

—course variety, by roMits earned i range tos 2.6 (over 24 CTedits) 
to 3.6 (belc^ 13 orbits) 

—intellectual enmroim^t, program: r^^s ras 1^0 (tedmol^^) to 
3.7 (other) 

— intollectual mvirOTn^t# by ^ucatlcMial dDjerti^i rai^ vmm 2.S (A.S.) 

O to 3,7 (other). :....J..._ 
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5. lafflrard Catimmi'ty College (243 rasponflaits; 40 percait return) 



a. 



^resentetlveness Data, ; Thm re^ridents were representative of tte 
Mi-caitinuing p^ulaticn m all diaracterlstics but marital status 
and CT^its earned. 



b. teg^ns for btot Continuir^ in Fall 1976 1 Tim tcp th^» reasois werei 

transf^ to anoUier mll^e {68; 28 ^cent) , desired classes miaTOilable 
(42; 17 percent) and vrork preferenoe (31; 13 permit) , (Table P-l) 
TIm 42 studeits fouM desirM cJ^ses imavailable had the foUadj^ 
a^lanations! 21, class closed; 17, coiflict mth work hours; 1, ccnfiict 
m-Ui arottier class; 3, course not off^^. There were BtaHatioally 
Bignifiaant differenods ir r^aame^ by program ^ eduoational obJedHve^ 
age cmd aurvent aativity. prc^rtions of liberal arts najOTS, 

fanales and stuaents telw 19 ^ars at ent^ transfe^rea to motiisr 
college. High prcportiois of the follomng graaps found desir^ claflaes 
unavailable I unclassifiM students, students 25-29 years at en^ ani 
stijdents looking for work. 



^rjj^ 1976 Work Bg^erlmces ; Close to 3/4 of the re^ondents vsorked 
last sanester! 80, full-time aM 93, part-tMe. (Table F-2) There 
were atatistioally signifiamt differmaes in Spring 1976 work etatus, 
by program j eduaaiioml objeatipej aem^ age, high sohool baakground 
and ourrent aaiivHy. Same of these differaioes are i^iown belw: 

Spring 1976 



Program 

liberal arts 
business 

Mugatlcffial gjjectlve 

A.A. 
h.S. 



Full-Tline 
Mbrk 



26% 
59% 



27% 
50% 



Part-TinE 
Work 



42% 
32% 



42% 
33% 



Dad Not 
Wbrk 



32% 
10% 



32% 
17% 



Sm. 



fenale 
male 



17% 

46% 



50% 
29% 



33% 
25% 



below 19 
over 29 



lOi 
78% 



56% 
0% 



34% 
22% 



SchOTl Badteground 

pjblic, Oahu 26% 
private, fficwaii State 35% 



45% 
45% 



29% 
20% 
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50% 



31% 



19% 
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d. Current activities i 85 p^c^t of tiie sta^mts are either TOrkljig 
(133T 55 perc^t) or attOTdjj^ anrth^ school (72 1 30 peraeit) . 
(Table F^3) There wre siabistiaally signifiaant diff&rmG&G in 
^rrent aativiti&s^ by progrcmj sem OTd age. High proportloM of 
-toe foUo^^di^ groups are work^^ i tedmolo^ majors^ ma^s and 
studiKita 22^24 years at mt^. High pr^or^one of the follCTdng 
£^ att^^^ig anotihier Bohool i U^^al arts majors ^ fCTalss 
students belov^ 19 ya^s at ©it^, 

Bnplpyed StaJ^mts i Of the 123 etpl^ed stodmts vto indicted their 
ocoapations^ ttie~top two mxai clMical/sales (46 1 37 permit) ai^ 
seCTioe oca^tiaM (31; 25 ^^omt) . (T^le F'-4) There were 
Btatistiaally Bignifioant diffmrmaeB in oa^pation^ by eew* FCTales 
are concentrated in cl^ical/sales oocupations (70 ^comt) , and 
males in s^/ice (28 percOTt) and cl^iral/saleB wrk (20 p^oait) * 

ftore than a inajori'^ (69 perc^^ work full-tMe^ especially CTplqyed 
students ^o mjored in busijiess. More -Uian a najori^ of stud^ts 
(62 parcmt) felt there ymm ^ relationM^p tetsreen tteir and 
cCTmmi-^ OTllege staadiesf 25 p^cmt felt th^e wis some relaticiishipi 
and 14 perc^t felt there was a cl^^ relatlonsMp. (Table 

f . Studmts Attmdlng A^oth^ S<d¥30l i Of tte 64 staadaits attMdir^ anotiier 
sdhool, 27 are at Mmoa^ 14 at MamlaM instttutionSf 10 at Kapiolani, 

8 at other Hawaii ijistitutior^ and 5 at other ocmmini^ colleges. Bie 
great majori^ (91 percent) are full-^time studmts. A high proportion 
of younger stuamts (below 19 ye^rs at mtry) carcied full^ttoe lo^s* 
■nia 36 stulents vAvd are attend^^ four-year colleges re^cwaad to the 
item ari trmisferabili-ty of oomntimity college crrfits as follows: 
33, all or mosti 2^ seme; l^ faw. 

g. Future EflucatiCTial Plans : ^out 70 per^mt of tite studmta had further 
Slucatlcmal plans: 136 for ^prij^ 1977 ad 32, scnattaie aft^ that* 
There were 48 studmts vA^ were utioertaiji ^d 26 ^*o had no further 
plans. (Table F-6) High proportions of the followuig grooms had 
S^i^^yg 1977 educatioffial plans: tecd^wlo^ stutoits^ stajdmts vAiQ w^e 
below 19 ye^ts or 22-24 years at mtry ard ^afluates of Hawaii's private 
high sd:^lB* 

Of the 119 '^iio iidicated their Spring 1977 iMtitutionr 46 Intoid to 
rrtum to La^^Md CcOTuni^ tollege^ 33 to go to Itooa, 17 to inlan d 
instituU.ons^ 11 to Kapiolmi/ 7 to othM Wmmli institutions and 5 
to other OTiimffd'^ collies. 

h. Evaluation of camamity College EKpy l^oe i The best average ratij^s 
(2,2) ta£ uisttu^^on, f acul^/studmt relations and s-bdoit 
friendships* Thm avi^age rat^^ for trtal collBge ^qperi©^ wm 2*3, 
and tte poOTest (2*9) for course vaximty. (Table F-7) There were 
Btatistiaatly signifiaant differmQee on aw? items^ by variouB QTwaa^ 
teri&ticB^ S itemB^ by entry statue j 3 items ^ by grade point average j 
2 itmsj by high sehoot baakgromd* Seme diff^mTOS sham belw 
by the range ijri av^^e ratijigs: 
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Inetnastion 2.0 
^ 1.6 



Paoult7/Sto£^t 1 . 9 

halations 2.1 

1.4 

Oauria Varied 2.5 

2.8 



CQunsellng 2^5 
Studeiit r^ieiiiMiips 2.1 
Faailities/S^oip . 2*2 



test Average Ratijig 

CTA 3.5 and atove 
U.S* Mai^larri high ecii. 



CPA 3.0^3.4 

U.S. mlnlaid high 

CTA 3,0-3.4 
new 



new 



P^^eat Average Ratli^ 

2,4 ®A bs]^ 2.0 and 

2.0-2,9 
2.4 stufl^te 

2.4 GPA telOAT 2.0 

2.4 transfer 

2,6 forei^ W,cfi sdi. 

3.1 GPA 3,5 abovei 
2,0*2,9 

3.2 transfar 

2.8 transf^ 

2 . 5 trfflisf er 

2 . 6 transfer 
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6. Mam Ccmmaii^ toll^ (70 re^scxidaitsi 38 paecait retutn) 

a, Repce^itatlvaiesa Data ; Ttm raspaTdents vrere re^esentatiTO of 
the ncn-ccntlnuing p^ulatLan an all characteristics, 

b. Reasons Not Ccntinuijig in Fall 1976 ; The tcp th^ reasais 
were; X4, teansfer to anSHier college; 13, mawilabili^ of 
desired classesi 10, personal reasons. (Table G-1) Details follow 
on -Uie 13 vAio indicatM class imarail^ilil^; 2, class closed? 5, 
class and TOCk hours in conflict,' 6, oDurse not offered. 0£ tiia 

14 stijflfflits who transferr^ to anoUier collie, 13 w&cm belcw 22 
years at mtry, 13 vj^e sljigle and 9 had. eamed over 24 cctinunil^ 
college credits. 

c Spriiw 1976 Vferk Escp miences i ^out 4/5 of the stv^mts wcrked 

ikst lorester; Si, fuU-tima ,' 32, ^rt-tute. There were IS studsita 
\*iQ did not wco'k. (T^le G-2) Of the 21 wm:]^ full-tine, 
17 were males, 14 were over 29 years at mi^, 14 were narried, 
12 had eam^ below 13 OTnnmi^ coll^ orbits and 18 are 
currently vracklng. 

d. Current flctivitieB; 3/4 of tt» re^ondents are eittiM WOTktog (37) 
or att^ryl-irig anrri-ffer ^ool (16) . Ttmce are 8 loddjig fco- work, 

7 with here re^onslbilities and 5 are ai^ed in ott»r activities. 
(Table G-3) M tihe 37 #io are workljig, 25 are nales ani 34 earned 
below 25 CTsdits. 

e. a^l oyad Sti^aits ; The 33 vAo indicated tlair occi^ticns are 
distribute thus; 10, professional/tectaical/nHnagerial; 7, clerical/ 
sales; 6 eadi in servioe and in naacellaneous .aategocies; 2, madmie 
trades # 1 eadi in farmii^/fidiing/f^st^ anS in berwh week. 

(Table G-4) Ttm gcmat majmi'^ of studaits (24 cut of 33) are working 
full-tine. Ttm nojOTity (18 ait of 32) felt tiiere was m relatiOTship 
betw^i tteir wrack and ccnmaii-ty otII^ sti^ies. (^le G-5) 

f . st\jdents Attmding ^ ottiaf Sdiool; 10 studaits are at the Mmoa 
Caipis, 2 at Maijaand instituticns axO. 1 eaOi at ^iolmi, Mlo 
College aid othm Hawaii private collegB. All 10 students not at 
ffanoa majored in liberal arts at fteui OOTnwii^ College, 9 of tten 
had gra)te point avera^s of 3.0 and ^ove, 8 had oror 24 catirami^ 
college CT^ts. 13 out of 14 are full-tirne studaits. Out of the 
12 atta^ing foiff-year institutiais, 10 were dble to ttansfer all 
or mDSt of tiieir OTtmBil^ college crodits, and 9 of ttese sti^aits 
had grade point averages of 3.0 aid ^ove. 

g. Future Ed\Maticnal Plans ; ^ut 2/5 of tiie re^ondaits (27) h^ 
pHM^to^raitinue their"^ucatiQn an Spring 1977,' 10, scnetiine 
iaterj 20, not certain. There were 12 stuaoits with no fi^Uier 
educaticnal plans. (Table G-6) Of tiie 27 with ^ing 1977 plans, 
23 were below 30 yga rs at ait^ and 21 had over 13 conmjni^ college 
CTedits. 0£ tiie 22 vAvo iMicated tiieir ^ing 1977 institutiOTS , 

6 inteid to return to itaui ammmi^ College, 8 to go to Maima, 
4 to Mainland institutiais, 2 to otter cammmity collies md 2 

36 
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to otter EBMaLL ijistituticns. Of tte 8 planrmig to go to Ifenoa, 
7. ted poijit averages of 3.0 and above aiid 6 had cyver 24 

comtLmity college CTedits. 

Evmluatlon of OoimiL^ty College B^rlence * Ihe J^t avwag© 
rat^^s i^re f or Btud^t frimdahipB (2,3) md f acul'^/studOTt 
rslatioi^ (2*4), fl^ av^age rating fOT totel oollege a^^lai^ 
was 2.5. Ttm poorest ratings (2,8) y^&cB toao Intelleotual OTvlrorttnent^ 
counseling ser^OTS md facilities/equipnKit. (T^le G^7) ftOTS 
TOre statisticrily si^ifiamt differeneea on several itCTs^ and tte 
range for msudh is pres^ted telowi 

— Instructicn^ by ^o^ami 1.5 (tealtii ser^oea) to 3.3 (tedinology) 

— facul'^/studsit ralaticns^ by ^ogpami 1.5 (tealtii aarvioes) to 
3.0 QDusiness) 

—faCTilty/student relations^ by age: 1,7 (19-^21 years) to 2,8 
(below 19) 

— facul-^/student relatj\ons, by entoy stotusi 1.9 (transfer) arKS 
2 . 6 (new) . 
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7, Wijia^^ CCTtro^ty Coll^ (65 ^spmdmtBf 42 percait return) 

a* Repreamtotlymass Data i The res^^mtm were re^asentati^re of 
tfie noh^ontuiuing popalation except on and c^^its Mm^. 

b, Reaaons for Not ConHniujig in Fall 1976 g The t^ ti^^ reasoiis 

y^BTBt trmefer to mother coll^ (23)^ d^u^ classes imavailable 
(10) and work preferQioe (9) , (Table H-1) 

^- Spring 1976 Tfark a^^ien^ Si llie majo^i^ of re^ondoits totJ^ 
last SCTest^g le/faU-^TOi 22, part-tiire^ Itoa were 25 who 
did not wOTk, (Table E^2) M toe 16 vto wacked full-tiire, 12 
were over 29 years of age at entoy, 11 \mcB marri^, all 16 
are oimrently Vi^king. 

d. Cwgrent Activities i 85 peremt o£ toe stu^^ta are either vwl^g 
(32) or attend inyanother oollege (23) . nia rani^mig sti^Qits 
are looking for wotii (6) , having ham re^onsibilities (3) or are 
engaged in otimr activity (1) * (T^le H-3) 

e. Stpl wed Studmts i Q£ the 30 who indicatal the^ occi^ticns, the 
tqp three ares i^n^ce (11) , clerioal/s^es (6) and pcofessimal/ 
tedmiaal/managerial work (6) * Of CTplojned studaits^ 27 were 
lib^al arts najOTS. (Table H-4) The majority of stoamita (20 oirt: 
of 28) wMTk fudl-tire* Hie rajority of studOTts fomd no ralation^ip 
tetareen their work md OTnmumty TOllegp st\:Kiies^ (TabE" H-5) 

f . Studmte Atten^jig Anotoer Sdiool i OC the 23 RtiTdents ^lo teansferxed 
to anotoer college^ 9 are at Manoa, 6 at Kapiolani, 4 at Maijiland 
institutions and 4 at c^hm wammity OTll^ps* Itost (18) are full-'tiire 
atudents, and all 11 who are at foi^^year IratitutlOTS indicated th^ 
were able to transfer all mMt of toeir caummi^ oollege CTsdits* 

g. Futiire Edu^tional Plans g 3/4 of toe respondents had furtoer 
educatiorial plana i '41 to continue in ^ing 1977 and 8 at sate 
later date, ^ttiera wms 7 ^o w^^ unce^mn and 7 wito no furtoer 
educational plana, (T^le H-6) Of tte 39 who ^idieated toeir 

^ institutiOTi tar ^Ing 1977, 12 pl^ to rattan to WMidrarf tonmmity 
Collega, 11 to Mmoa^ 6 each to Kapiolmi and to ^to^J^nd institution 
aM 4 to other oarnmani'^ coll^^* 

h. E^mluatim of Ccmmjnl^ College Ea^perimae : Ttm tost avera^ 
rating were foimd fori faculty/Btndait relations (2*0); instrucrtdon^ 
stutoit frimd^ps mdi total es^erimce (eato 2*1) ^ , 'Om ^oreat 
av^agB rating vms for courae TOriety (3*1) . (Tdble H--7) There 
TOre no atatistic^ly significant ^fferenMS, by dteracteriBtica, 

on any of toe ei^t itsns. 
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H^B sec^m aatpares ti« re^coises of oj^ non-omiUnuing stuamts to 
questionnaires sy4must»sd m Sprijig 1976 and Fall 1976. Sinse itoittcal 
questlOTnaires vmce rat used, ttds discussiOT gmerally &als mth ra^ansao 
to Gatparable questlCTis, Fbrtwiataly, botii ^o^s (me-sstiestar m& 
sarestar stodmts) wm© repres^tatLvB of their respecti^ non-OMttouli^ 
populatiCTis OCX an inpo^^t diM^aateristiG--^rogrOTi. 

nia mBtina^ ^lidh follOTS is fOT tta camrnmit/ collie ^^ali 

1. tetuma s Non-conyjiuing steidmta ea^leted tero saiest^s of camurd^ 
cx>Hage work (a) had higher rates of ret\mi (43 p^oent) than ti»se vAio 
od^letad mly om satBSt^ (36 ^^it) and (b) were represmtativB of 
the non-coQitinuii^ p^ula^OT on rnore diararteristiGS--^age, ^try status 
ai^ educatiCTial ebjective to additim to pro-am. 

2. Main H^scns for mt Continiiing ]^roltogit g "Stm t^ five reascffis for 
both ^oi:^ tl^ sot© but ttee were ^ffer^oea to tociden^ Md 
rank as shorn below. For mmplm, the top reasOTi for OTt^SCTsster students 
vms tmavailability of desired olasses; tor tw^semesto stiadOTte, transfer 
to anotter college^ 

Five 



One-Sffles^^ Two-Senaester 
Stud^ts Students 
% No. % 



5 



Total 877 878 

l^aMfsr to another school 134 15% 206 24% 

Prefer to work 157 18% 132 15% 

Hteve ftoancial prcblOTS 148 17% 108 12% 

Desired classes unawilable 202 23% 130 151 

Other 184 21% 122 14% 

3, Current A^,vities ; ^le top two ci^^t activities ^^re tiie same fOT 
brth grdi5)S-^-wrk transf^ to anotter OTllege, CcnpMtrf to one^ 
SOTestar students, tiiere w^e higter pr^ortions of two-^semester students 
worktog (56 p^c^t) attOTddi^ anot^^ sctool (27 percmt) . Furtlter 
details on current activities are giTOn belcwi 



^al 
WorJdjig 

transfer to anoth^ sd^rol 

Loddj^ for ^rk 

IMvtog home responsibilities 

OthOT 



Ocifeines "flnaoGial problefts" otS 



Cne-Sorest^ ^ Two-SOTester 
Stuflaits Stodaits 



No. 


% 


m. 




859 




874 




463 


54% 


492 


561 


185 


221 


232 


271 


83 


10% 


77 


9% 


71 


8% 


51 ^ 


6% 


57 


7% 


22 


3% 



"G.I. Bill adiaust^." 
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It la not w^rising to find that there werm statieticrily significant 
diff^OTces in CTArr^it activities^ by prc^am, for both groins • While 
"TOrk" yms the tcp activity for all proems, liberal artM mjors to 
both SOTeat^B had tlie lo^st pr^ortlon TOrking ar^ public BOTvioes 
majors, tte highest. The range in prcpOTtim of stutoita \f^kir^ is 
given below i 

Qna-Semester Studrnts (463 sti^ante wrking) 

' Highest proportiOTi public eervlMS/ 24 (83 percent) 
Lcwest pr^rtioni IJJberal arte, 172 (46 j^t^t) 

Twb^Serester Studm ta (492 st\idei-te wrking) 

Highest prc^sOTtioni public servi^s, 40 (73 percimt) 
LOTeat pr^sartions liberal arts, 221 (50 permit) 

4. Bnriployed Staadenta : ^r both groi:^, the t^ TOm^pations arong ^ployed 
stuflenta were clerical/sales and service jobsi 

Top Two 

Cri^SamBater Tm^Smrcv ' k : * 

Studmts Stirfmw^ 
Nq> % No. % 

Total Btplqyed 428 446 

Clerical/Sales 159 37% 137 31% 

Ser^^ce 142 33% 155 35% 

-As ©cp^^ted, th^^e ^^ra stotistically significant differ^ces in occupaticai/ 
by pTOgram, for both c^oi^s. 

BTployed sttadmts in Pall 1976 haS a Mgh^ prcportion (70 percent) warlcli^ 
full-'djne -Uian in ^rlng 1976 (63 p^cmt) . 

Btployed sttjdents In botiti SOTea^^s had similar re^CTisas regar^ng -toe 
relatjonahip betwam their work md ccnmmit^ collie sto^ea; 



One^Sotester Two-^Semeater 
StudCTits Stutoits 

__% % 



Closely related 26% 25% 

Some^^t related 261 26% 

Not re:Ut^ . 47% 50% 



There v^e statis^cally si^flOTit differmcea in work/stia^ ra^tionshipa, 

progrOTi, in totii SOTeatars. High proportiOTS of studfflits in health 
aarmces, hotel/food a^^^a and pi^lic aer^ces selected "clOMly related", 
vMla high pr^rtia^ of Uiose iji Utoral arts ard t^inolo^ ^sa "net 
related." 
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5* Stij^ts Attaiaing toother S^cols Thm top ^tam ^pes of iytituU^cais 
^lect^ lay etiadmts attending mottij^ sdiDOl \i^^e the Mme f ot toth 
grQi:ps. Hcfwev^, larg^ pr^ortiQnE of two-sCTiester sttdQite vmit to 
Manoa or to Maiiiiand institu^a^ t^an did Qne-Mtester stijtoitei 

Students Styflarits 
No. % No* % 



^tol 176 216 

m Maroa 62 35% 84 39% 



Cthtt Haraii Cterammily Colics 65 37% 62 29% 

minium InstitutioiB 19 11% 44 20% 

nir^-f ourths of tiie st^^ta attmflii^ aMtiier sdiool tots stuping 
full^tijtie 111 Spring 1976 as tots 82 percoit in Pall 1976, 

The great inajority of studmta attendtag fcwr-^year iiistitutiGns were 

able to trangfrn- all oaf itost of tiheiy oorm^ allege oredits— 82 pttcait 

m Sj^lng 1976 and 81 parcmt in Fall 1976, ^ ^ 

6. Future Educational Plans g In boUi saest^s^ ^out OTs-half of tim 
ra^OTdmts had plans to OTitJjiua their eduiation in/tha following 
SCTester* dioioes ai futime ©durational- plms TOre not identical 
in both quastionnairaa as Jj^catad telwi 

Cns'-^ftester Two-SCTester 

Stuflenta Studmta 
No, % No. % 



Ibtol 851 867 

Have plmis, next sCTest^ 430 51% 437 50% 

Have pl^s, later 110 13% 

Nb plans 133 161 107 12% 

IMoertain 288 34% 213 25% 

7. E^uatiCTi of Ccnittmi^ Oolleqs Eb^eri^i^i The items m vjhLoh students 
evaluated their eatin^ty college e^^erlense \rere nob id^tical in both 
questionnaires. BMm^, there ^mrm soro simlarities in tte re^onsas 
of both gruopsi 

a. student a^iena^ilps reMiTOd the beat a^^age rat^g (2.2) in Fall 
1976. Kiere was m catpar^le itan in ^ring 1976. 

b* IngtructOTB ' helpf ^neas x&omLv&3. one of the best avera^ ratings 
(2.0) in ^dng 1976 as did faculiy/atudent relations (2.2) in 
Fall 1976. 

c. instoartors' took^oigid re^i^ed a favOTabla rating (2.0) in ^^ing 
1976 as did mstn^^S ^ (2.3) hi Fall 1976. 

d. wer-all evaluation rroeiv^ tte aaine average rating (2,4) in both 
semesters. ~ 
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e. ooyrae a^gildbillfar revived tte prorest average ratJjig (3.5) in 
Sprii^ 1976 as ^ Q^gge ^^ie^ (2.9) in FbH 1976* 



CQngluding Note s ^^mm are wcg^ to acnpare tte reqpGnses of tteir 
ncnr-ccntinuing students in both Mnsstars by ref sMijig to Stirfmt Flow 
^oj^ R^ort Nb. 9 far ^ing 1976 tota. 
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' APPENDIX A 

TMJL 197S 

I, mat is ti» you did not re^ster thii irost^? (dtm^ am) 

0 2 1 ^liffifri ny e&ieationri/vocaticnal goals 
03. temsf erred to mDti»r oolite 



Ja\ fomi ^si»d QlBBmm mBvail^lm} ^cify ^ diaddjfig ^ of tite followinf i 
' 0 5* class ^jomd 

^ 06. class touc osnflioted with \OTk 
^ ^07* class hwjr oonflirtad vd.to anotiiar e3^s 
08. toU^ d^sn't offer opurae 

^10, haw f inancial ^Imsi diaak if mnferenM vdtii a^isQr is des^adi^ — ^ 

"11, imable to att«*di 01 BLll m^mh^ 

""12. have he^th prd^ans 

"^13. have perapn^ Maisns (mawiagei chiWiw) 

""14. otiiari pleaaa ipeci^i ————^ 




II, During tos ^riftg 1976 SOTiitar, did ym woric? 

1 , yes"f uU-tiTO 

2* yas^^part-tljne 

"""" 3. n© . ' 

III. Itmt mrm ym d^ng (diadc the ^ best describes prasant aetivi^) 

for wprk 

a, give title ^ition 3 

b. ch^ onei 1. full tUne; ^d. p«t tlra 

Is yow ra^jT^^ted to yewr oomi^ty ullage s^xilm? 
d^^c ©ni: 1 . clDsely reJ^t^ 

2 . ^roevrfiat relAtad 

3 . not related » 

3. having hero rss^nsibilities 

4. attendij^ arothsr scheol 
a, specify school: _ _ - - - 

major field of stud^i 

c. check onei _ 1. full tmm} tOTS 

d. If att^iding^XToii^ear cDllege, wars able to transfer 
credits f or oamwd.^ rollage oouries ntmtaMd 100 ^ovei 
1, ril or most easas 

2. mmm cmBBB 
few cases 



S. other; plewe ^ecU^i 



Do you plan to cmtiniii your s^^ling m ^ing 1977? (^mdk om). 

1, Yes; ^peci^ ii^titu^eni ^ 

2. No 



3, m, but tope to soreti™ after the rmct mmm^ 

4. Don't taw 



V. Please circle the nmbef \^eh best ijndieatos your evaluation of your ootm^l^ 
ooUage e^ienae. very satisfied Satisfied Not satisf i^ 

1. mstaactiOT 12 lit 

2. Facul^/student ralations 1 2 3 as 

3. Viffie-^ of ooureas ym oould t^ 1 , 2 . 3 a I 
4^_toti^itg^LegvA^mffit, ^^-^ L.-^,^^j— — — ^ / — — ^r*^ — 

5. Ooiswlijng services 1 2 3 41 

6. ftiena^p with other stia^ts 1 2 3, ^ | 

7. FaciUUas/©qiu,p!ient 12 2 11 

8. Totid e9<perljWioa at college 1 2 3 ^ 

VI. ^t your suggestions for t^mrim this collaie? (Use other side if nawssasy) 
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™i)(M:r::::"::::., 

mm FOR NOT mmm omm, licm 
mmmmwL - 



cniwT f 



AtlS 



JfllL 



:^t-f£LiiCHtE VFB ^H^Nf i FP TR^N^FFfi ak%%H PRFEFB PfHAMCi. et hi.i HitiTH" sfs^nuu fifuiT 

I 6a*L SOIL fiiO UNWML TO WKK PSOILEM EIHAUSTS MOiLEMS RPAioSs TDTIL 

I t I i I J f i I 9 1 le I 11 I 11 I 13 I |4 I ■ 



^ ' !^ ' 1 ^1 ? ?fl f Ifi f 0 t 



it 



HaNQl.ULUC£ 1 |,S I 7,1 ! 16,4 f 18,| ( li,a I 



•i I ♦ ! 13 I SS I 4i I 31 'l 
♦3141 4 T 7 i'" T" l 

i^*"*! c c I iSiS I io,a I iM j la.g t i,i j 



5,§ I 
9 t 



4,4 ; i,B I 



SI fi ^ id t "im 



9.9 I I3,ri ie,6 



■f- 

17 I 



it I 3 1 H I i? I 243 



sal- 



si"'" 



i 4 T ! U f r 



J__L 



1 ! 3 ! 8 1 4 1 4 1 



37 

4ii 



Mmii it 



1 5,7 I 7,1 I M,Q I 16,6 I ili4 I 
- I - d T ? I »i 1 ^ t at 



a.i I 19,0 I 



4.W t a:^ L 



46 1 



COCUNN 
TOTAL 



11 8 1 13 ! 
U6 r q.fi i ! IS. ft f H.i f 



7.1 T 19.fi f _ 
10 1 9 1 3 i 



e.e ! 14,3 t 19,9 I 



7^ i Tfl 



4.7 T 



•I' 
4 I 



*'* ' »4i^ t 9.S i 
9 1 7 1 7 1 



45 
5,1 



49 
1,6 



m 

I3.i 



130 



131 
iS«9 



44 
1,9 



64 
7.3 



13 
hi 



73 
Ii3 



ill 

13,9 



87S 
199,9 




Re«i4DTL 



B0« PET IfLMS 


CONFLICT enNFMCT mi mi m 




icLosio 


_ I" WORK V cm mmm total " 


i 



C4HPim 



HONOLULU C C 



I 6 t 



J 1 gfl L 



7 1 I ! 



8 » JA 



I I 63, St 9,8 I is,i f 13,1 



41 ? St ft f f 




UUfilflLANLCJ^ I lO.fl I 2fl.6 1 ^.1 




42 I 11 
. LIEMAHO C C ^ rsj^.p 


I 17 I 1 
L 40.8 1 l.i 








1 


43 I 3 
KAUAI C C 1 41,9 


4 1 0 ^ 

57,1 1 a,9 




0 I 7 

9,0 I 1,3 ,;-;';;„^ 


44 i 2 


SI a 


■ 6 f 1.1 


MAUI C C 1 1S,4 
45 I 1 


se.s I 9,9 
1 J r a 


46.2 I 10,1 

^" ■ 

. fl ! a 


H^It CC^ I SD.a 


50.S I 


JSiO I 1.6 


>iNn»4flp e e *^ ! ' 


1 I 9 

[ aatj j fl.fl 1 


6 1 10 , , ' 
60. 0 I 7.1 






mmmmmmmmt 


COLUHN 39 §6 3 19 1?7 
TOTAL 39t7 44,1 ' 1,4 ||i§ 199,0 


-rnf/--JfllMLl ^ 4a,57MOm 11 DEGREES (if WFFnflB. it^M^fttflHff CTl? 



ft 



^41- 



. MWUNITY CaJLEGE TOTAL 



^ — ^ — ^nu%if I - - - ^ 





mnu PCT f¥F^ ~* Nfl 










IFULLTIWS PARTTTM6 

I 1 t a i 3 < 










T 7S ? f AS r 






J 


. HONQLy^y c c 

Al 


1 41,4 1 33*9 . I .a3#7 I 
f f t T 








KAetnt AMI r r 










1 P^wABR r r 


t SD f 93 f 7a f 
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KAUAI e C 


S 14 1 9 1 13 1 
1 36,9 1 ai*0 I 36,1 I 


3^ 






AA 


f Pi f S3 f 115 t 










1 30,9 1 47,1 1 aa*t I 

I 17 T Q f lA t 


AP 








J 4B»S I 21*4 f 3ft- 1 f 


A-O 






* 46 
itlNntfAQn r r 


1 t6 1 aa 1 is 1 

T PS*A__1 3A^9 I 3©. 7 j_ 


^ 63 ^ 
_ 7*3 






I 


* COLUMN 
TOt4L 


100 315 E49 

3#,7 36*m a«,a 


10Q,Q 








l^.MifiT WITH IS HFH^FF^ 













































OjRrafT Am'IVITIES OF NON-CONTINUING BY CWUS 





P£T ILOaitlMfi MQSKfNS jNQMM HM ATTH BfH ftTftiSS 


saw 






IFOR iO»K PQNSiBtL SCHOOL 


TOTAL , 




40 


1 L9 L IDS 1 At AO t At 




1 HONQLyLU Q C 
KAPIGLANI e 


41 


^3 1 1_44 f 1ft f RQ"f~""^ 1 


to* 6 
f*3q 




a 

Aa 


_J aafi. I__^am^ t 4.2 I PA*7 1 1.^ f 

I 16 I 133 I 16 1 71 *r 

— I 6-^ I f f fSQ^a f a-f 1 


^7.3 

a4i ..l't - 




;^!,*.;. : KAUAI c c 


4J 


1 3C ail 3I 0I 61 


36 

4,1 .. ..... , 




44 


fl-^L 37 I 7 1 tA f 3 1 


7a 


^ MAUI C C 


4^ 


^^'^ 1 ^^'^ * ^^'^ ? * 
i ^ J T ^ t fA f ^ L_ 


A^ 


HAWAII C 




4^ a 1 4fi^ 2 t 9.5 f 33*3 ? 7.1 f 


4«M 




46 


I . 6 1 5a 1 3 1 '""ii^'i^ 

1 J3m^. I 4am_2_ l _ A*fi f in^A f f 


6i ' ..^ ^^. 
7^ A 




1 CaUUMN 
• TOTAL 


Bpfl S6,3 s,fl ai^s a.s 


S74 

ieo,e 




■ 


^^a6»5997g KI TH ZA_limSREEa SF PReBDOM. s IdNl Ff r AwrP ^ 



ERIC 



40 



II 



t 



ep f t 

"p p€ f iPB6hTie £ Li»e*i sE^viEi mm mm ^ 



I M i 




l§ t 6 ! II 



^jiPisuNice m ni.3 

II ! IM 46 



41 (MI 3 
CC I M t iM 



I 19,1 ! lui 



— inr 

iUI 35,7 



3 I 4 r i 1 § 



Jl 



41it 



JL 



ML 



31 



iiii 



11 



n 1 1 y 



OiO i hi 1 7i4 



1 



1 



J. 



Ii3 

jL 



M. 



! I 1 i i I t 
1 1 i 



II PI s 1 

ill I 0^9 1 y 

■■■■■ ■ | Mit#ifga#»| »gM"g«^* 



t I 0 1 I 



liS I OiO I Sil 

» ? a 1 5 



8.3 r 0,9 1 .Sil 



■asHHH Jadda^H 

i 1. 5 I i 
1 ffi! 1 Sif 



155 



T 



4il 



8 

0.0 



J. 



2,1 




IT 

i 



y 



iii 



i.i 



3ii 



II 

10.6 



1 



± 



m 

1 



in: 



16 



7.4 



11 



156i$ I 



1^ 

I 



17 



ERIC 



1 
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APP0OIK A-5 



•TIffi WORK OF BVWm RESPOtOEMre^ BY CAHHJS 
~- ' CatUNlTY COLLIGE TOTAL - - — — 















1 

/ - i IS mi 

tAmmum -^*^„„ i^. .^^^^ i 






«a 1 R? I 34 I 






HGNaLULU C C | fl«6 | 37,4 I 


ao«3 




•eA0fOI_JINf C C i 7H*# I t 






1 ' 4J 1 86 I 33 I 


124 . 






43 I 13 I a 1 
Wi/tvaieMIAI C £ . f 61^9 1 3#*1 I 


it 

4«T . 




44 I 2» I a I 


33 




MAUI C C 1 71*7 1 27»3 I 

' ' AS if i#i i a t 


7* 3 
in 






4.0 




HAVAf I €L C 1 5S*ft J 44*4 1 

. .r 46 I £0.1 6 1 
litMC»l#4RD e e f Tl*4 I ^e*6 T 


ft.? 






CCI-UMN 315 134 


449 

tdo.o . . 




jP^W CNE SOUAPg m 9^44^69 WITH 6 







WORK/sTlBy REUTIONSHIPS OF EhPLflVm RiSPOHDiNTSj BY CAWIB 



iRELATED RiLATiB RiLATED TOTAL. 



KAPICUAMI C C 



I lg«7 I tQmZ i 51.1 I 2l»j 



37.3 1 ae^a I _ _3B^ a 



4^ I 16 t 19 f 7i I 117 



KAUAI € € 



43 I 4 1 EX 13 1 1$ 



1 



1 a 



' AS t a I f t irt 



1 16,7 



¥V ' 46 1 SI T ! IS f 



COLUMN 
TOTAL 



27 



10^ 
^4.7 



113 
iS«6 



ai9 

49«7 



^41 

ioo«o 



1^ PFGa eg*l OF rwgEOQM . 



er|c 



49 



BY C/WA 
--'WHIillYCOLLiffi TOTAL 



m 



M}tMLimmL...mwLm mim^ urn ce mum mi i q winbvwp mu,o 

ICC ce Ni £ c cc c c MlIsi ewws 




CAMPUS 

" HONOLULii c e 




KAUAI C £ 



MAUI C C 



iCN 

Mll„PCT., WtH Hl=-.JAIKLArffi..-.^BI.=-. 
tPRiVATE , iNSTt TOTAI. 
I 12 I 13 I 

I 3tt ! m\ I lift 

, . S.I IUJ„-: i?., 

7 1 14 I $« 

t |0«0 I 4S,@ I 2i3 
I gi7 I 13*3 I «f9 



L. 



46 I 0 I I I 



13 



CQiUMN 
TOTAL 



■ IaMaasiiaIai.Ma,iH.j 



16 



44 

IS (A 



IIA 
ISSffl 



BAH CHf tflUABi ■ IM.UTtq MITH M OKam flP KM flPM. SfamieAM£g ■ a.aaafl 



5t 



.45^ 



mWOtmms ATTEMOING ANOTreR SCHOOLI FUjJPWT TIMi 

BY CAMPUS 
' OMMLNITY COLLEffi TOTVIL 



S€HSTAT 



I _1 I 



4 ^ I ¥a_l^i:il_JL^^ ^-a^ 



— — ^3 l^' % I O 1 * 



MAUI € c ^ — I - - J 

4 s "i 11 -I -Ji j 

♦6 'l"'" IS I ' * f If 



TOTAL iT*7 loq.e - 



resporrairs ArramiNG anot^ ^iooli Tw^sreR w creDiTS 
' -oamJHiTf ccu£m total . 



IMQST 

i I 



HPNOLULU 



I If 3 1 

t 76^9 I I9*a _ I 3^5 I 



4a 



tOTAL 



id 



I 33 I £ I II la 

f Q l«7 I I a.fl I 3i.O 



KAUAI C C 



43 



I 



SO 



I 

id 





A4 


I 


MAUI C C 


AS 


1 63 


/ HAWAII « 




_I^_J3 


«f iNSIfARD 


Ad 


I 

i too 





^ :i. 

16.7 I 



QmQ I 



M .3 . 

1 i 



™1 



■TOTAL 



0 1 @ I 

94"'" ' ' ' to ' " A 



II 




mmn hxscational plans of RESPOP^frsj by atv^m 



pr>M ar^ f^P^ Hf1> AFT nnW^T ,gg^. 



I NikT sew KNOW TQTAt 

/ = : l it 1131 #t 



^ le? iia 213 

TOTAL S0«# ia«T 2#4# iM.a 



« > RAW I^Hf SQUA t ie a A^,Ba9TT ll tTM t a BggBggS OP PfiggPeMm^^SNl P f CANCg * Q ■QgjlA- 



tfPENDIX A-U 

aooa^ sajicTmi ly snjDBirs wi™ spring 1977 ffiucATiwiAL plans^ iy cpmm 

Gmwrn couia tot/ml 




XbubI Oorani^ dsUege 

Haul oomml^ cellafe 
fttr^Muta Oonnuni^ Qollege 
O — 



378 
IS 
€7 

102 
13 

119 
22 
39 



145 
4 

25 

44 
8 

46 
€ 

12 



64 

3 
14 
18 

1 

1.6 
2 
10 



4 

2 
1 



39 
1 

IS 

20 
1 

33 
8 

11 



5 
3 



6 
1 
1 

2 



14 

1 
7 

S 
1 



51 
2 

10 

10 
2 

17 
4 

e 
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X 



CDPtmiTY COLLEa TOTAL 



f niiiiiT I . .. , 



iis^iBO - Fieo ispieo total 

....... J > !, „f ■g-f. ^„,t, J„_5„| 



Afi^ — 4 j *2 I t ^ f ft f lyA 



41 I ^fl t -yf T r_ f fi Y f 331 





RAW €HI ^QUWE « — 35iifl4P?T WITH g4 BteSReFM o> PHPP^nM ,. ^T^NfPtc^nNCP « ft-QAfiii 



mom Pih-^W ry SAT 
I ISFIEO 
I II 



FItO 



WOT SAJ^ 



iSFIED 



TOTAL 



eg I 



ICAPIOLANI C g 



41. 



am 



J g^t? I gg^a f 3A^g t §>T 1 Q^^ t 



♦J" 



9 



16 
47«l 



- - ^3 






MAui g — ^ 




j is I la I ra 
















p^3.i 1 JO. a 1 3il-.S 




• 6 


1 

i 


( 3a 1 s 17 

E 33,5 1 3S*S 1 17*4 



1 



b 
id 



34 

4»l. 




Jit 



4*2 



•>7 



€aLUMN 
TOTAL 



a7«a 



ii.6 



^7«^ 



SAW CNI iau ^~ 




ERIC 



54 



r 
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evAL3 aa^m toothy 



I I5F I ED F lED ! SF I CO TOTAL 

^ It ai 31 4t SI 



-Aft 1 ^^5-1 T j^n f 33 f 4 f ta? 







4m 


t 32 1 47 1 8? I 46 1 ZQ 1 

^ 1 ^'ft t^^fliJ t A7*« I f fl-h f 


232 

2fi.4 


; i 




43 
4# 


I II 6 I 16 1 7 1 3 1 
1 3*0 I IB*2 I 48*5 I 21,2 I 9*1, I 

— ^ — , f ; I 1 ' il 1 Pf^ i a T 


33 
4«0 




MAUI C € 


43 


I X 10,6 I 31.8 I 37,9 I 12.1 1 
t 7 1 ifi I II t'""!*'? 


M 
8* I - 




HAttAtf ec 




L 1_ 17,S I 47. B 1 ?T.5 f I 


A*Q 




HfNOHAPD C C 


46 


I 6 1 9 1 as t iT i " %*"| 
— I e.a T 1**8 1 *i.o f ^T-Q f A. A f 


61 ■ 






COLUMN 
tOtAL 


lot lie 3a7 177 ss ^ 

12*3 19,3 40#0 2|«e 6,7 


t@d*a r 


RAH CHI SQUAf^^ 




37*79614 WITH 34 PESASES OF FMEOOftj. Stf^f^Ti^TfiAiarp « n 






_ 








PCT XVS^y SAT SATf^^ wnT ^at^ 






IISFIED plED ISFIiO 
CAMPUS — 1 * ? ^ T 3 14 f S t 


TOTAL 






-40 


1 24 I 39 i BO f 14 f ft f 






HONQLULU € C 


41 


I 14,7 1 ^3*9 I 49,1 I I 3,7 I 
-1 23 t At 1 f3A T in I "Tn"t 


20*1 
?1ft 




ICAPtni-ANi c e 


=J — ULm^ — 1 — la.a I S7*a i a.a t f 


27*1 


V' 


LEewARO e c 


42 


i 30 I 63 I IST I 19 t"^^ "i"f 


227 






KAUAI C C 


43 


I 11 II 19 I 6 I 2 1 
I 15,2 i 3*0 1 e7«6 I ia«i 1 6*1 % 


33 

4*1 ^' VK-y- ^ - 






-44 


I 10 1 3^ f fl f t I 




I** 


MAUI € C 


45 


^I^ 12*1 I iS92 1 S9*l I li*i 1 l,g I 
^ 1 1 IQ 1 21* Ll™4"l"™J*"f 


8,2 
%m 




HAWAII c e 




J 2,^—1 26.3 T Sfi*3 T Ifl*^ 1 n^yi ? 


A-7 




MINDVARS C C 


46 


t 7 1 18 f 19 1 6 1 

I il*7 I 30*0 f 4n-.T f io*n 1 n^Q ' f 


■ 6^8 . , .rr-rr:;^ 

7.^ 



COLUMN 9S IB^ 421 75 29 86S 

TOTAL |2*a 22*6 S2*3 9,3 3,6 100,0 



€HI gQUARlLJL 2t«M971 WITH 24 D ECi ^ies OF PRegDnii. ^tCHlPiCANt^ m a.ifl94 



COUNT T 



RQW P£T_| ygg Y SAT pT f S^- tunT ^at^ ROW 



IISFIID FIED ISPIED TOTAL 

I 11 21 31 4f SI 

CANPUg *^T^^^^- ^^r^^^„~„T^~^^^^~f^--.^„^^f^^^„,„f 

40 I _M I- 3fi t i^o I _iQ I a t 14a 

HONC^LUC^ £4,3^1 ^oVi^^f 6,S I S,4 1 19,0 

— , 41 I _ - BP I _i Qy f ja i I 

^ 41 I 46 t 46 1 98 1 . 22 I ""i"l 223 
(UFPWARD C <■ go, gt.S T 4^.q f i 4,0 I ^ ff^ft 



43 I 4 1 S I 20 I 3 12 I 34 

KAUAI € C I 11,6 I I ga,e I ^•6 1 1 4,4 



I 6 I 17 j ^_2t r 11 T a t hs 



^*WI C C -1^ I ^ 16,9 I 4T6 1 a*3~ 



HAWAII e € \[,._12i^,^i ^^n:f,.,|„^^^^ I 1!"! 1 ^ '^- I 
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AFTOI)IXA-]2 (coNT.) 



ROW PCT IVBRY SA1 

i 1 



I 3 



NOT SAt^ 



iSFflb 

HONOLULU C C I 30« S I 31,9 I J4«# I 3.7 f 0#0 I 



TOTAL 



KAPlbLANI C C 



J sa ! 76 T a4 1 6 — X g L 



KAUAI C C 



41 1 I 66 I as t 13 i 0 1 

.7 I ga .B _^L 35*a I _ ^.. j _ t Q^a i 



HAUt d t 



44 



34 
^.1 



34. J 



I r 



45 



> I n r _ t ^ I ! ^ ! L I g — L_ iS- 



J as- a t 3g.g I g^s I 6 V0 l 



46 i 14 I 29 I 20 I . a - ff^H. 0 1 

I ^a.2 I 46. Q I 3 i.7 I 0.f3 !-^r-O^Q I 



4*a 



63 
7*e 




RAtf tNi iQLlA ^e ' 32*569eS WITH 24 PESRBea C P FREgPOM. SICNl^lCANCe s Pit US 



eVALf 

















! liFISD 

I It 2 


FI£D 

1 3 1 4 


ISFIEP 
1 5 1 


TOTAL 






4n 


f r 47 


f Aft f g 


T ^ 1 
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mNOLULU C C 


41 


I ia.a t 29.6 

f jin T 44 


1 ^i.B 1 f«7 

T iQ7 1 


I i • 3 I 
1 1^ f 


19.7 




KAPini ANt r 


c 


t Q^ft f 


r AS. A r 


I A. 1 f 








42 


I Se I 73 


I 86 t 14 

\ <7.A I ft^l 


1 2 1 

T § t 


130 


















KAUAt € C 


43 


t 2 i 10 
1 6«i t 36.3 


I 13 I 6 

1 39.4 1 ta.^ 


I 2 1 


33 
6,1 






44 


f * I IQ 


1 I ih 


f ^ f 






MAUI C C 


45 


1 9.1 I ta.a 
t a f 6 


1 39#4 I ii»2 


1 7.6 I 
1 1 r 


^« 




HAMAft c r 




T 15.1 f I^.A 


f ft4*i f ip.rt 


1 ^.ft T 








46 


f 9 1 IS 

f 14. H T 


I 30 I 7 
r 4^ -a t 11.^ 


I a .1 


61 


















COLUMN 
TOTAL 
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16*3 26.0 


3B3 i4 
43. € 10*4 


3«7 
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lao.a 





SAM CHf ^QUAPF » 



CQUNT_ r 



EVAL6 



ROW PCT tyERY SAT 



CAMPUI^ 



ERLC 



HONOLULU € € 



40 f 



I ISFIED 
|_ i I 



3^ V 



FIEO 



NOT SAT^ 



52 t 



If Fifd 

4 I ^ S t 



ROB 



TOTAL 



1 f 



KAP tQLAMI €^ 



41^ 



! iU^ I 32.S I 3qs4 I g,6 t a.6 I 

! 31 I 6fe I IQ4 I ^ 21 1 H f 

I 13. S r 28.7 I 4B.2 I 9,1 1 I ^8.6 



19.5 
230 



4t I 57 I 71 I 84 f 14 I 3 I £19 
J X 31.0 ! 36.7 I 6.1 T 1^3 f ^7^9 



^ " 4 1 i 15 1 

i 12*1 I 36.4 t 46.5 I 3ad 



46 f 10 t 17 S 24 I 6 1 II 



tUNOWA^B C € f 32^ f 27*4 I 3H>7 t Q.Q I I 



61 
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